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To THE 


READER. 


HE following LETTER e 
coming into my hands, I have read 
it, 880 conſider d the Argument therein con- 
tan d, which to my Under ſtandin are plain 
and ſtrong: ſo that T thought the * might 
be of good Uſe to ſuch Friends, as through 
miſtake have entertain d Scru les, not well 
grounded, againſt the Uſe f that Liberty 


ment to afford us, in granting to Friends the 
preſent Solemn Affirmation. | | 

The Subject throughout 1s manay'd with 
fo much Calmneſs of Spirit, that I hope i t will | 
not raiſe the ane. n any that read it. 
Nor can this be call d a firſt Publication, 
aud ſo a Breach of any Direction given a- 
mong7 us to the contrary, and thereby the 
occaſion of any Provocation ; becauſe the 
Friends diſſatisfied with the preſent Solemn 
Affirmation, did laſt Winter print their Ob- 


jections 


which the Lord bath inclined the Govern- | 


FF the ſame to t 


K - A * 


I To theREADER 
jettions 29 it. with their Caſe, and deliver d 
yo | Members of Parliament by 

which Delivery, the differing Sentiments were 
n n the tg the whgle Riug- 
dm. Hut ag 1b. 1 intended only for the Be 
oo 


neſit o/ Friends, ſo it 15 hoped it may Be 
intirely among our ſelves. 
I muſt fart her obſerve, That befare 25 
Publication, I have ſeen Reprinted ſomething 
Lbſtracted out of the Tieatiſe of Oaths, 
which the Republiſbers ſeam to think, do con- 
tan. a Docirme contrary. to that Leſlimony 
which 1s aſſerted for the lawful Uſe of the 
Preſent Solemn Affirmation; and to give 
it the greater force, they haue put Notes 


cer Hands againſt ſome particular Paſſages, 


| which the © [uppole moſt &. nficant L their 

7 urpoſe : 25 rp ml 4 5 been a I wo- 

fold Printing againſt the Liberty me enjoy, 
before this was put to the Preſs. Not to 
ſay am thing of the many unwarrantable Cen- 
ſures and Diſcourſes, that have been made 
againſt that Lawful and Chriſtian Liberty 
before-mentioned. All which ſeveral At- 
tacks. do ſeem to make this modeſt Defence 

to be abſolutely Neceſſary. 

| A 
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LETTER 


From a Satisfied to a Diſſatisfied Friend, 
CONCERNING 


The Solemn Affirmation. 


Eſteemed Frind, 


Am not unwilling, at thy Requeſt, very friend- 

ly and freely, according to the beſt of my Un- 
A derſtanding, to enter into a ſerious Conſidera- 
tion of the different Opinions we have, concerning 
the Lawfulneſs of uſing the Sacred Namz of GOD 
ia giving Evidence, &c. in Courts of Judicature, 
and elſewhere; and am ready to think, If we duly 
weigh the Merits of the Cauſe in the FEAR of Gop, 
we ſhall not be very diſtant from each other in our 
Thoughts about it; at leaſt, ſhall be very careful 
of condemning a Reverent Uſing of that Nax, in 
an Ordinance of His; and ſo maintain a perfect 
Charity and Concord, tho' we ſhould not exactly 
think alike. 
I know, when either by the Influence of Leading 
Men, Example, or falſe Reaſoning, Perſons are led 
unto a miſtaken Conſcientious Scruple, *tis not eaſily 
ag -<mov'd : But 'tis no ſmall Fault, to carry ſuch a 
ruple fo far, as to break Charity with Brethren 
| B 'Oll 
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on account thereof; whilſt that Scruple is by them 
indulged, and the Thing ſcrupled is not impoſed, 
or made a Ferm of Communion; bur that every 
Member of the Society is left to his own Freedom 
therein. | 

Here is no juſt Cauſe or Ground for Contention, 8 
or Schiſm among Brethren : For tho' we all hold 
the Guidance of the bleſſed Spirit of God ahſolutely 
oh to our Salvation, yet we are not therefore 
to tmnk, that in all Circumſtantial Matters we muſt BR 
[| be exactly of a Mind. For this Gracious Spirit is 
I not beſtow'd on us, to gratifie our Curioſities, and 
: give a Sanction to our Nice Conceptions, but to 
| lead us into all Neceſſary Truth: And as our An- 
| tient Friends contented themſelves with that be- 
A coming Simplicity, we find they were not troubled 
| with a Scruple of this kind; as, I ſuppoſe, will plain 
enough appear by the Sequel. 1 


The firſt Objection that ſome of our Diſſatisfied MF 
| Friends advanc'd, againſt mentioning the NauE off 
| GOD in Caſes of Evidence, &c. was on the words, 
BEFORE GOD anD Tus WokLD, in the Decla- 

| ration of Fidelity to the Government, which was ap- 
1 pointed for Friends in lieu of an Oath, and made 

* uſe of, both in England and Ireland, to the great 

| Service of Friends in both Kingdoms. Since which, Wl 

| ſome of the Diſlatished, to juſtifie themſelves in the 
{ _ ſaid Objection, have advanc'd New Notions among 
4 us, againſt uſing the Sacred Name of GOD in Ter- 
MB rene Affairs. 3 
4 Nevertheleſs, when the Diſſatisſied had Liberty 
8 given them, by the Yearly Meeting in 1702. to a- 
gree among themſelves upon a Form to ſolicit for, 
inſtead of the Form in the preſent Affirmation, bl 
. Milliam Edmondſon, when they were met together oi Wl 
1 that account, propos'd this Form to them, © Tou ſha: ih 
| e ſpeak the Truth, the whole Truth, and nothing but th 
11 


- 


"2 Truth, as you ſnall give account thereof to G OD. 


i & 
So that 'tis too plain, that thoſe who put them- 
1 ſelves at the Head of them, who expreſs'd a Diſ- 
L ſatisfaction with what was obtain'd for the Eaſe of 
Y Friends, did not at firſt oppoſe the Affirmation on 
y a Scruple of Conſcience, as the uſing the NAB of 
GOD ia Worldly Affairs. 
+1 And William Penn (being met with V. Edmondſon, 
and others) at the ſame time obſerv'd, That the 
Apoſtle James, tho? ſo Zealous againſt Swearing, as 
to ſay, Above all things; my Brethren, Swear not; does 


f nevertheleſs reprehend them, who ſay, Ve will do fo 
q and ſo; telling them, Te ought to ſay, If the Lord will, 
© BY wc wi, &c. as in James g. 13, 14, 15. And therefore 
to 


he propos'd, that the Form to be agreed on ſhould 


&« to ſpeak the Truth, &c. 

In the firſt Propoſition of IWiliam Edmondſon's, is 
the Nau of GOD mention'd in ſuch a manner, 
as does at leaſt ſeem to imply an Imprecation. The 
ſecond Propoſition molt plainly ſhews, That William 


T FL (who knew what he ſaid) did not ſcruple uſing 
by the Sacred NAME of GOD in Worldly Affairs: 
* And ſo was conſiſtent with himſelf, in being then 


agreeable to the Offers he had before made in the 


10 Reign of King Charles the Second, and to the An- 
bs ay wer to the Athenian Mercury, Intituled, The New 
yi = 4thnians no Noble Bereans, in the Year 1692. ſaid 
5 to be wrote by him, which ſhall be taken notice of 
he | hereafter: And agreeable to the Practice of our 


Friends under his Government in Perſylvania, as he 
own'd at the laſt Yearly Meeting; who, in the In- 
nocency and upright Simplicity of our Antients, uſed 
rty Y the Sacred Name of GOD in their Judicial Pro- 
eedings, as appears by the Teſtimoay following. 


. In the PRESENCE of ALuicuty. GOD, and 
bl this Courrt, You ſhall promiſe, well and truly 
„do Try, and true Deliverance make, between the 
Hondurable Willian Penn, Eſq; Proprietor and 
ö B 2 „Governor 


he, „I A. B. do promiſe, with the Aſſiſtance of GO D, D 


1 555 41 
* Governor of this Province, and the Priſoner at 
ce the Bar, according to Evidence. To which the 


Party anſwers, Tes or No. 


This, I believe, is Verbatim, as I received and took 


the ſame Atteſtation in Penſylvania. 


John Tyzack. 


And it ovght not to be ſuppoſed, that William 
Penn would have taken the preſent Solemn Aſfrma- 


tion, if he eſteem'd it to be contrary to Chriſt's * 


Command; as well as that his Letter to our Friend 


Stephen Criſp, in the beginning of King William's 4 


Reign (which Original 1s ſtill in being) ſhews he 1 


did not ſcruple uſing the Sacred NAR of GOD in : 


Worldly Matters. | 
This Letter, tis ſuppoſed, was wrote at John 


Fiſher's Houſe, (the reputed Author of the Poſition Þ 
againſt All Swearing) tho” it happen'd to be in Con- 


tradition to the New Notion he advanc'd therein; 


being dated at Hodſdon the 224d of the 9th Month 4 


1690. and was ſent to Stephen Criſp, on account of 


a Solicitation then on foot, for the Eaſe of Friends F 
in relation ta Oaths, in which W. Penn tells him, 


« The Apoſtle's Words may be render'd, Before | 


e GO D, or In the Sight of GOD; and that, tho 4 
is no more than the It, 


«10 ſtrictneſs, the firſt 


ce yet by all means he ſhould get off the former, and 
ce fix and ſtick to the words, in the Sight of GOD; © 
e becauſe, in common Uſage, the other Phraſe is ſo 


ce generally accounted an Oath. 


Here is the Sacred NAuRH of GOD propos'd to 4 


be put in an Affirmation, or Declaration, to be 
Enacted by the Legiſlature, for us to uſe inſtead 
of an Oath; according to the Senſe of our Antient 
Friends, who * with one Voice) give Teſtimony, 
that they did not ſcruple the uſing the Sacred 
Nans of GOD in Earthly Affairs. 
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To demonſtrate which, I ſhall begin with a Pa- 
per, written in the Name of our Friends in general, 
on occaſion of an Act of Parliament made againſt 
us, about the Vear 1662. which in the Preamble 
thereof ſaith, Our refuſing to Swear doth much ſup- 
pro: the Truth; in which Paper are theſe words, wr. 
« Wc are ready and willing to diſcover and ad- 
« yarce the Truth on all Occaſions (Note, on all 
Occaſions, then in Caſes of Evidence, &c.) © lawfully 
© called thereunto, (that is, in Obedience to Magi- 
ſtrates, and Men in Authority) “ By faithful Teſti- 


cc cord, or Averring it in His PRESENCE. And 
again, in the ſame Paper, © We are willing, at all 
« times, and upon every good occaſion, to Affirm 
© or Deny, in Tea or Yes, in Nay or No; and that 


« WirNrss, or we ſpeak the Truth in Curisr, &c. 
Adding, © We are ready to give Teſtimony, in all 
« Lawful Caſes, on this wiſe. 

Here is a clear Indication of the Senſe of our 
Friends in thoſe Early Days: Thar, | 

Firſt, They did not ſcruple to uſe the Sacred 
Nauk of GOD in Caſes of Evidence, &c. 

Secondly, That the ſo uſing his Na uE, they call'd 
their Tea and Nay: Which ſhews, 
Thirdly, That therefore, in their Underſtanding 
and Judgment, the ſo uſing of his Namws, is not 
more than Tea and Nay, but is Tea and Way it ſelf; 
by reaſon it cometh not of Evil, and therefore is 
not prohibited. 
In the Vear 1679. a Paper was publiſh'd, Intituled, 
Truth ſeeks no Corners, agreed to by us as a People 
and Elis Hooles, being then our Clerk, ſign'd it in 
bour Name. In which Paper was a Teſt or Declara- 
don, propos'd to Autherity, to diſtinguiſh Us from 
PFopiſi Recu ſants, beginning in theſe words: © A. B. 
, in the PxESENCE of ATL MOT YGO P, Solemnly 

= | . . 

=_ 7s, and in Good Conſcience declare. 


4 


r ww yo 


——  , WF _ 


« monies, in Yea and Nay; Calling GOD to Re. 2 


« 2s in the PRESENCE of GOD, or GOD is our 


ST i 

This Paper was ſo well approv'd by our Friends 
in thoſe Days, that they had it reprinted. 

And in the Year 1680. our Friends, as a Body 
of People, printed another Paper on the ſame ac- 
count, and deliver'd it to the Parliament, Intituled, 
A. Declaration or Teſt, &c. which begins with theſe 

words, „I A. B. do Solemnly, in the PRESENCE of 
< GOD, Teſtifie and Declare. 9 

Which Paper, as to the Words recited, was re— 
printed in the Year 1688. and publiſhed by us with 
this Addition, I A. B. do promiſe, by the Aſſiſtance 

; © of the GRACE of GOD, to be True and Faithful to 
e King William and Queen Mary, &c. F 

Here is again, and again, the Senſe and Judg- 
ment of our Friends, as a Body of People, from 
the Year 1662. down to the Year 1688. That to 

. Solemnly Declare in the PRESENCE of GOD, (to give | 
Credit to our Speech with the Government, and in | 
other Caſes) is not an Oath, nor more than Yea and 
Nay; it coming not from Evil, ſo to do: Since it 
cannot be ſuppoſed, that they believed theſe, or 
ſuch Forms of Solemn Affirming, were prohibited by | 
Chriſt; for as much as they, from time to time,“ 
offer'd them inſtead of an Oath. 4 
And thus the Faith and Perſuaſion of our Friends, 
as a Body of People, in reſpect to the uſing the Sa- 
cred Nax of GOD in a Solemn Affirmation, is ſuf- 3 
ficiently demonſtrated, from our Beginning to the , 
Year 1688; which is above the firſt Thirty Years MF, 
] 


of our being a People. 


I ſhall proceed now to take notice of a few of the 5 
many Teſtimonies of particular Friends, that might #1 
be produced; to ſhew what they have publiſh'd to Wc 

the World, as their Faith and Judgment in this. 
matter. 1 ö 
And ſhall begin with George Fox, he being the 6g - 
1 rſt Miniſter among us ſince we became a People; W« 
a and indeed was the Inſtrument that God firſt ney Y 
| nie 


7 


uſe of, to gather us to be a People: Who in the 
Year 1674. (as in his Journal, page 399.) offer'd to 
the Judges of the King's Bench in Writing, what 
he could ſay inſtead of an Oath, he being then a 
Sufferer for not Swearing, viz. © This I do in the 
« Truth, and in the PRRSENCI of GOD declare, &c. 
And at the Concluſion adds, © I dare not take an 
« Oath, becauſe it is forbidden by Chriſt, and the 
« Apoſtle: But if I break my Tea or Nay, let me 
« ſuffer the ſame Penalty as they who break their 
« Oaths. | 

This plainly ſhews, Firſt, That G. Fox did not 
believe, Declaring in the PRESENCE of GOD on 4 
Wordly Affair, to be an Oath; for tho' he ſo de- 
clares, yet he ſays he dares not take an Oath. — 

Secondly, That it is not unlawful, or forbidden by 
Chriſt, to uſe the Name of God in Terrene Affairs. 

Thirdly, That Declaring in the Preſence of God, 
is no more than Tea or Nay; for he expreſly calls 
it his Tea or Nay. | 

And thns we have the Mind of our Antient and 
Eminent Friend G. Fox. 

Again, Edward Burroughs, Francis Howgill, and Ri- 
chard Hubberthorne, declare, in a Paper under their 
Hands,“ That we can own Him, (viz. God) as our 
I © Wirxzss iu our Teſtimony in Tea and Nay. 
So that we have their Judgment, That owning 
or confeſſing Gop as Witneſs, is not inconſiſtent 
? WE viith the Prohibition of Chriſt, or more than Yea and 

= \Vay; for if they had believ'd it was ſo, they would 
not have made this offer. 
e Moreover, Edw. Burroughs, in page 774. of his 
Works, ſays, «We refuſe to Swear in this Caſe of 
o F< Allegiance to the King, and in all other Caſes 
5 F< whatſoever; and we cannot Swear at all, tho? 

the Truth and Verity of all things in all Cauſes, 
& Wark, 7: al Cauſes, then in Caſes of Evidence, &C.) 
d far as known-unto us, and as occaſion re- 
i ( quirccth, we can acknowledge or teſtifie with 
89 Cc Tea 
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i ve and Nay, as in the Fear and PRESENCE of 
«GOD. W SIS LY » : 

_ Here we have our Antient and Eminent Friend 
Edward Burroughs, Declaring in our Name, That in 
all Cauſes, as occaſion requireth, we can Teſtifie 
with our Tea and Nay, as in the Fear and Preſence 
of Gop; which ſhews, he did not believe Te/t;fy- 
ing, as in the Fear or Preſence of God, in Caſes of Evi- 
dence, &c. was inconſiſtent with our Teſtimony a- 
gainſt all Swearing, or more than Yea and Nay; it 
being ſaid by him to be a Teſtifying with Yea and 
Nay. - | WS 

Again, Fr. Homgill, in p. 679, 680. of his Works, 
ſays, © The Lo RD « Witneſs, or I ſpeak the Truth 
te in CHRIST, Or This is Truth in the Preſence of 
eG p, or the like; none of theſe will ſerve: But 
* tho” he (Dr. Smallwood) and the Rulers do ſay they 
* are Oaths, yet when at any time we have profter'd 
 < willingly to declare the Truth, in this or that 
ce particular Cauſe, or make an ample Confeſſion in 
< Demonſtration, for clearing any Cauſe in debate, 
(obſerve, any Cauſe in debate, this muſt reſpett matters 
of meum and tuum) © that hath either conduced to 
* the Glory of God, or the Good or Profit of any 
te particular Man in the Nation, among whom we 
** converſe, (this reſpects Caſes of Evidence, &c.) and. 
(ſays he) © not without ſome Atteſtation of GOD, | 
or of his Wiſdom, Power and Preſence; yet it wou'd | 
© never be received. Aid in page 681. he calls it | 
* the bare Aſſeveration or Teſtimany of Truth, with | 
„ ſome Atteſtation of GOD's Power and Veracity, 
* which (ſaith he) hath never been deny'd. And in 
p-682.- © So that (as to) the Ceremony of Swearing, 
* the Morality that oaly abides under the Goſpel, | 
«is Teſtifyiag the knowa Truth from the Heart, 


BI with ſome Arteſtation of GOD to Witneſs, who is 


ec Witaeſs of all we do or ſay; aad that no more 
% than Coafeſſi»a or Denial by Tea or Nay, which B 
* is no Ou, is that ſtandin: Sab tance aud t ie AA ah 5 
| 44 (1 3 
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1 
&* (if A. S. will have it cald ſo) that remains under 
te the Goſpel, which anſwers that Ceremonious 
« way of Swearing under the Law, which is moſt 
cc evident, by the Apoſtle Paul's rendring of that 
« Term Swearing, as it was ſpoken by way of Pro- 
« phecy concerning its Continuance, 1/ai. 45. 23. 
” T o me every Tongue ſhall Swear, under that Term 


= Confeſſing only, under the Goſpel, Rom. 14. 11. 


« Every Knee ſhall bow, every Tongue ſhall confeſs to 
" God.) Confeſſion under the | Goſpel, a made equi- 
« yalent with an Oath under the Law. 

This, he ſays, our Friends have willingly prof- 
fer'd; which ſhews, *rwas his judgment, and the 
Judgment of our Friends of thoſe times, Thar tis 
not Unlawful, or againſt the Prohibition of Chriſt, 
or more than Tea and Nay, to Own and Confeſs 
the Preſence of Go p, and his being Witneſs, in the 
moſt minute Matters of Truth and Juſtice, or in 
any Cauſe for the Profit of any particular Man ia 
the Nation. 

Next, I ſhall go to the famous Apology of our 
Friend Robert Barclay, a Book which hath under- 
went at leaſt Seven Impreſſions, one or more of 
which was made purſuant to the expreſs Order and 
Direction of our Yearly Meeting, by an Unanimous 
Conſent; ſo many Hundreds of which we have de- 
liver'd to Members of Parliameat, and other No- 
bility and Gentry of the Nation, as containing a 
true Account of our Faith, Doctrine and Princi- 
ples. In Page 550. of the laſt Impreſſion whereof, 
_ find him expreſſing himſelf thus, on this Sub- 
ect. | 

* Eighthly, They object, That Paul ſwore, and 
* that often, Rom. 1. 9. Phil. 1. 8. ſaying, God is my 
* Witneſs. 2Cor.11-10. As the Truth of Chriſt is in 
me. 2Cox. 1. 23. I call God for a Record upon my 
* Soul. I ſpeak the Truth in Chriſt, Ilye not, Rom. 9-1. 
"* Behold, before God, I lye not, Gal. I. 20. And fo re- 
-* Quires Oaths of others. 7 obreſt you (ſays he) be- 


G fore 
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ſerious Atteſtations; and therefore conſequently to 


ment, and Matters of Conſequence, he intended (and 
therefore ſo muſt we) even ſuch Matters of this 


[ 10] 
te fore God, and our Lord Feſus Chriſt. 1 Thefl. 5. 277 
e charge you by the Lord, that this Epiſtle be read to 
& all the Brethren. But Paul would not have done 
« fo, if all manner of Oaths had been forbidden by 
„ Chriſt, whoſe Apoſtle he was. 
Io all which (ſays R. Barclay in our Name, and 
we by him, in ſo often making it our own Act 
in ſo many Impreſſions and Publications of it) 
<« I anſwer, That the uſing of ſuch Forms of Speak- 
ce ing are neither Oaths, nor ſo eſteem'd by our Ad- 
© verfaries: For when upon occaſion, in Matters 
«© of great Moment, we have ſaid, We ſpeak the 
& Truth in the Fear of Go p, and Before Him, who is i 
« our Witneſs, and the Searcher of our Hearts; adding 
« ſuch kind of ſerious Atteſtations, which we ne- | 
« yer refuſed in Matters of Conſequence. Never- 
te theleſs an Oath hath moreover — required of 
5 | „ 
On which I ſhall make theſe following Obſer⸗ 
vations : ' | | 9 
Firſt, That we, as a People, have hereby declared 
(and that even within theſe few Vears laſt paſt) to 
the World, that the uſing of ſuch Forms of Speak- 
ing are not Oaths. | 4 
Secondly, That we never refuſed in Matters of 
Conſequence, to ſay, We ſpeak the Truth ix the Fear 3 
of Go p, and Before Him, who is our Witneſs, and 
the Searcher of our Hearts; and to add ſuch kind of 


make uſe of the NAME of GOD, in Matters of 
Conſequence, we do not think is forbidden by 
Chriſt, as more than Yea and ay, that comes of 
Evil. | 1 \ 
Thirdly, That by the words, Matters of great M- 


World; tor 'tis in Worldly Matters that Oaths are 
required; and Forty Shillings may be to a very 
Poor Man, a Matter of as great Moment and Con- 

6 | \ ſequence, 


P &.: to. 
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fequence, in order to his Subſiſtence, as ſeveral 
Thouſand Pounds may be to a very Rich Man: 
This reſpects Ziv onde in Men's private Capacities; 
and if that be of great Moment and Conſequence, 
how much more is our Obedience to Civil Govern- 
ment (that Ordinance of God) ſo? to the end, by 
our ſolemn Evidence, we may the better enable 
thoſe in Authority to diſcharge the Publick Truſt 
repoſed in them, for the doing of Common Juſtice 
to the Subject. The Law of God enjoyning our 
Subjection to Civil Government, as well as the 
ſerving our Neighbour in Truth and Righteouſ- 
neſs, the ſame muſt needs be Matters of great Mo- 
ment and Conſequence. And we having declared, 
that we can uſe ſuch Forms of Speaking in Mat- 
ters of great Moment and Conſequence, it clearly 
and unavoidably follows, from our own Words 
and Principles, that we ought not to ſcruple the 
uſing the Sacred Name of GOD in Caſes of Evi- 
dence, Cc. 

As to what R. Barclay ſays in Page 570, about 


= * prophaning the Sacred Name of Gov, and cal- 
e; . . . 7 
ing him to Witneſs in things of ſuch a Nature, 


= © ia which no Earthly King would think himſelf 


= «<« Lawfully or Honourably to be a Witneſs; Which 


is objected to the foregoing Quotation out of. 


; Page 550: 


| anſwer, That what he ſays here, is on account 


Jof Swearing, and is levell'd purely and only againſt 
2X 0aths; for he is here Recapitulating the ſeveral 
things he had been Oppoſing and Cenſuring in our 


Adverſaries, in that his XVrh and laſt Propoſit ion, 


among which Swearing was one, without the leaſt 


Contradiction to the afore-mention'd Quotation. 
is For to uſe the Holy Nau of GOD in an Oath, is 


% to prophane it, becauſe 'tis uling it in an unlawful 


ching, an Oath being forbidden; but to uſe it iu a 


Matter of Moment and Conſequence, without an 
. Fd * * MP 2 ' 
A Oath, that being nor forbidden, 1s not to prophane 


it; 


BS 

it; nor is the Acknowledging Go p as Witneſs, 4 
Calling of him to Witneſs. 5 
And as a farther Confirmation of our Antient 
and Worthy Friend Robert Barclay's Senſe and Judg- 
ment, that the mentioning the Namz of GOD in 
Terrene Affairs is not prohibited by Chriſt, I ſhall 
here add A Declaration of . Fidelity, offer'd to the 
Government on behalf of Friends in North-Britain, 
Sign'd by himſelf, and many Friends more; which 
is as followeth, _ 


A Declaration to the King's Council, from the People of 
God, commonly calld Quakers, in the Northern Parts 
of Scotland, and more particularly in the Shire and 
Town of Aberdeen; about the Tear 1674. 3 


9 par ou as ſome Magiſtrates in theſe parts 
2 have offer d to divers of us a Bond, ſubjoin'd 
«to a late Declaration of the King's Council, re- 
« quiring us to ſubſcribe the ſame : We hope it is 
< well known to the King's Council, that we gave 
c no Riſe to that Declaration, and have made no 
te bad uſe of any Toleration or Forbearance we have 
« hitherto met with; and that the Occaſion thereof 
* wholly proceeded from other Perſons, who differ 
«< no leſs from us, than they do from the preſent 
c publick Profeſſion of this Nation: As likewiſe 
« we are confident, that we have a Teſtimony in 
ee the Conſciences of moſt of the Councellors, that 
«we are a Peaceable People; which, as it is our 
* profeſſed Principle, ſo our PraQtice hath well cor- 
ce reſponded thereto, ſince we were a People in this 
Nation: Which, tho' we Rationally Judge to be 
* ſufficient to excuſe us from being preſs'd to ſub- MF. 
te ſcribe any Bond, which may be hurtful to our 
te render Conſciences; Yet ſuch is ourRegard to, and 
* Eſteem of the King and bis Council's Authority, 
That as we have done often heretofore, ſo we do 
Fi B << now again Declare in the PkestxCE of G 9 Dy 


[ 33 ] 
« the Searcher of Hearts, That it is our fincere and 
te real Principle, not to make any Reſiſtance to the 
„ King, or his Authority, by uſing Carnal Weapons, 
| « or any kind of Violence, or purpoſe of Inſur- 
| « re&tion, Rebellion or Tumult, of which, and all 
| « ground or juſt occaſion of Jealouſie thereof, we 
te have been kept Innocent, as all that know us, and 
, cc converſe among Us, Can teſtiſie; which to the 
„ Council is not unknown, and we hope will ſatis- 
te fie them: Seeing if ever we ſhall be found in any 
« wiſe to contradict this our known and acknow- 
F © ledged Principle, oy taking our ſelves to Carnal 
„Weapons to refiſt the Magiſtrates Authority, we 
{ FF < do willingly judge our ſelves worthy of the ſe- 
| cc vereſt Puniſhments which are fit to be inflicted 
4 upon Rebels. For if we ſhould forſake the Law 
© of our God, we ſhould deſerve to be condemn'd. 
« But ſceing he hath gather'd us into Peace, and 
e hitherto preſerv'd us in it, or from giving any 
ce true ground of Jealouſie that we will do other- 
« ways : We hope that this, both in Conſcience and 
2 © Reaſon, will ſatisfie the Council, until they ſee 
E juſt occaſion to the contrary. 


Sic ſubſcribitur | 
15 Robert Barclay, John Cowie, 
Alexander Shene, William Gellie, 
Alexander Gellie, Andrew Galloway, 
Thomas Meſſer, Alexander Harper, | 
Robert Gerrard, John Skene, 4 
| 
| 
| 
| 


þ 
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One thing more I muſt not forget to obſerve ; 
and that is, That in the Caſe of Marriage, which 
r is a Terrene or Earthly Affair, *tis the general Pra- 
d IR ftice of both Satisfied and Diſſatisfied Friends, to 
„ WM vie the Sacred Names of GOD in our Covenant and 
oO Perm of Marriage. And the Adminiſtration of Fuſtice 
„ Civil Government, being an Ordinance of God, ag 
0 ©. POET well 
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well as Marriage, there does not ſeem to be any 
good Reaſon for our Objecting a Reverent Uſe of 
that Name in the One, more than in the Other. 


Next, I ſhall take notice, That ſome Brethren, 
whole Services have been great 1a Soliciting the 
Goverament in our Behalf, having by their former 
Application found, that if the Legiſlature ſhould 
think of giving us farther Eaſe, in reſpect to Oaths, 
in other Caſes than that of Fidelity, they would expect 
from us ſome Solemn Aſſeveration, or Civil Sanction, 
in lieu of an Oath; they did therefore deſire the 
Yearly Meeting in 1692. to conſider of, and agree 
on what Words or Expreſſions of that nature they 
could accept and comply with, inſtead of an Oath. 
And after great Deliberation, and ſeveral Days 
Conſideration, the Queſtion was put ſeverally to 
the Deputies of the Quarterly Meetings of the 
Counties in England, &c. And in their Anſwers, 
One by Oae, the Friends from Lancaſhire, Weſt- 
moreland and Cumberland, to a Man, and in all other 
parts of the Kingdom, except about five or ſix, did 
agree, That they could comply with uſing either 
of theſe Forms of Expreſſion inſtead of an Oath, viz. 
Before GOD, In the Sight of GOD, In the Preſence 
of GOD, or In the Fear of GOD. Which was 
therefore Recorded as the Agreement of the Yearly 
Meeting. 

Now the firſt Form of Words (viz. Before God) 
being in the Declaration of Fidelity, which had then 
about three Years before been Enacted by Parlia- 
meat for us, iaſtead of the Oath of Fidelity, which 
Form was moſt objected to by ſome of the few Diſ- 
ſatisfied, gave Friends in the ſeveral Counties op— 
portunity to conſider of the ſame; and thereby 
thoſe few had a conſiderable ſpace of time to diſ- 
perſe their Objections, by Letters, Converſation 
and even Print it ſelf, (witneſs the Poſition againſt 


. ail Swearing) againſt this Form of Words; and yer, 


after 


4 


[15] 
after all the Oppoſition, and Reaſoning to the con- 
trary, this very Form was agreed to by the Vearly 
5 Meeting: Which muſt therefore be nothing leſs, 
than the Effect of the Prevalency of Truth, and 
mature Conſideration. | 
The Agreement to the aforeſaid Forms was ſo 
particular and extraordinary, with reſpect to the 
collecting the Senſe of the ſeveral Deputies of the 
Quarterly Meetings in the ſeveral Counties, &c. 
which conſtitute the Yearly Meeting, that it is the 
moſt ſingular and remarkable, upon that account, 
of any thing that ever was made by us as a People. 
By which Agreement it plainly appears, that we 
have (as a Body of People and Society) approv'd 
of uſing the Nams of GOD in an Affirmation to be 
uſed in Caſes of Evidence, &c. | 
To this let me add, that the Yearly Meeting 1696. 
being the next after the preſent Affrmation was 
granted us by Law, Expreſſed (as it ſtands upon 
Record) 4 Thankfulneſs to. God and the Government 
for that Favour ;, and Reſpett to the Friends who ſolicited 
the ſame. And ſurely if that Meeting had thought 
the ſaid Affirmation, or the uſing the Name of Go » 
in an Affirmation, was prohibited by Chriſt, as more 
than Tea and Nay, they would not have thanked 
God and the Goverment for it: So that this is 2 
plain and poſitive Approbation of it, even after it 
was granted. 
The words of the Minute are as followeth, 
© In that ſweet and tender Frame of Mind and 
« Spirit, which is upon this Meeting, It is the de- 
« fire of this Meeting, that all Friends might have 
| * right and full Senſe of the great Favour lately 
granted by the Government unto Friends, in re- 
( ſpe@ to Oaths, and may be truly thankful to the 
Y Þ © Lord, and to the Government for the ſame; and 
- Þ © may alſo be rightly ſenſible of the great Labours, 
| Travels and Exerciſes of thoſe Friends that have 
f « ſolicited the Government therein. D 
| An 
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44 Andin as much as tis evident, that the Words 
« mention'd in the Act, are not alike eaſie and ſa- 
cc tis factory unto all Friends, it is the Senſe and 
tt Deſire of this Meeting, that all Friends, that may 
ce be concern'd therein on either hand, will walk 
ct charitably and tenderly one towards another, and 
te not judge or think hardly one of another, for 
either uſing or not uſing the Liberty granted by 
ce the Act. 

From which Agreement there do naturally follow 

theſe undeniable Poſitions and Inferences. 
Firſt, That the Diſſatisfed Friends have here 
owned, in 4 ſweet and tender Frame of Mind and Spirit, 
that it is not Unlawful, at leaſt, in it felf, to make 
uſe of the preſent Solemsn Affirmation; ſince it can- 
not be thought, they would agree not to judge 
others in the uſe of that which they believed ro be 
unlawful in it ſelf; and if not unlawful in it ſelf, [| 
then not prohibited by Chriſt, as more than Tea | 
and Nay coming of Evil. 
Secondly, That in that good Frame of Mind, they 
(the Diſſatisfied) believed, that the uſe of the pre- 
ſent Affrmation was a matter of Indifferency, where- | 
in every one might uſe his own freedom, without | 
offence to Chriſt, or his Church. And therefore 
nothing can be plainer, than that by their own | 
Agreement, there ought. to be no Contention or 
Schiſm in the Church about it. 

Thirdly, That they having agreed not to Fudge 
others in the Uſe of the ſaid Affirmation; no Bro- 
ther, howſoever weak, ought to be offended at the 
Exerciſe of the Liberty ſtipulated, and deſcribed 
in the ſaid Agreement; and therefore no Argu- 
meat, in this caſe, can reſult from that of not of- 
fending a weak Brother. 


Having proved from the Teſtimony of our An- 
tient Friends, who ſuffer'd ſo deeply for not Swear- 
ing, and by the Yearly Meeting Minutes oe 

EE * | that 
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that a Reverent Uſe of the preſent Affirmation, or 


of khe Name of Gop in Caſes of Evidence, &c. is 


Lawful, as not prohibited by Chriſt, or more than 
Yea and Nay; I ſhall proceed to anſwer the Objecti- 
ons which have been raiſed from ſome Paſſages in 
the Writings of our Antients, and from a Marginal 
Note in an Old Tranſlation of the Bible. 2 


Fir, As to what is alledged out of Francis How- 


gill, in Page 677. of his Works, where he having 


ſaid in our Name, That we can S 
<« bear Witneſs, as before the Lord, N 22 
cc 2 1. | | y Offer'd by 
* or in his Preſence, when there pim to the Govera: 
ce 1s Neceſlity, as when any Man's ment then, and the 
«Perſon or Eſtate, or any Part . Affirmation, 
< thereof, is in danger; (he adds) gens Accepted by us 

"oa, i,” ince, cannot be truly 
« without being pinch'd or bound aid to be 2 Form im. 
« to a certain Form of Words im- poſed to Piach us. 
© poſed on us. 3 

Anſwer, He that will conſider this Paſſage impar- 
tially, will ſee, that by the pinching Form of Words, 
he means the Form in the Oath: An Oarh heing 
prohibited by Chriſt, the Form of Words uſed in 
it muſt needs be pinching; and not that he was 
againſt all Forms of Words as pinching. For if ſo, 
the Diſſatished have tranſgreſs'd his Senſe, as well 
as the Satished, ſince they have agreed ro be bound 
by a certain Form of Words in lien of the preſent 
Form in the Affirmation; and therefore this Ob- 
jection makes nothing for them. _ 

But his ſaying, as ia the firſt part of the Citation, 
That we can bear Witneſs, as before the Lord, or 
in his Preſence, when there is Neceſſity, as when 
« any Man's Perſon or Eſtate, or any Part thereof, 
(mark, any Part thereof, i. e. every ſo ſmall a Part 
thereof) © is in danger; makes directly againſt the 
Diſſatisfied Friends, in that he mentions the Nams 
of GOD, as to be uſed in bearing Witneſs, when any 
part of any Man's Eſtate is in danger: Which _— 

| D e 
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he did not ſcruple the uſing of it in Caſes of Evi- 
dence in Terrene Affairs. | b 
- Secondly, As to what is objected from the fol- 
lowing Paſlage in Samuel Fiſher's anſwer to Dr. John 
Gauden, Biſhop of Exeter, reſpecting the Phraſes 
uſed by Chrift and Paul, which the Biſhop had ſaid 
were Oaths; “ None of them ( ſays S. F.) which 
(as occaſion is) © they (viz. the Quakers) are not as 
< free to uſe (not as impoſed by Men, tying them 
© at their Wills to any one of them, but as moved to 
« any one of them, as the Lord ſhall give utterance) 
as they are to uſe Tea and Nay it felt. 

Anſwer, Firſt, This Paſſage ſhews, that S. Fiſher 
did not believe that Chriſt forbad ſuch Forms of 
Speaking, or that it was unlawful to uſe the Name 
of GOD in an Afirmation, inſtead of an Oath, or 
that it was more than Tea and Nay; ſince he aſſerts 
as great a Freedom to uſe them, in a good Frame 
of Mind, (or as the Lord gives Utterance) as Tea 
and Nay it ſelf. And therefore when we our ſelves 
propoſe a Form to the Government, agreeing in 
Subſtance with the Phraſes uſed by Chriſt and Paul, 
we ought not to ſay, *tis impoſed in the Wills of 
Men, and that they tye us at their Wills to the 
fame: Nor ought we to doubt, if we are in the 
Fear of Go p, but he will give us Freedom and 
Utterance, Reverentially to uſe his Holy NA; 
and out of his Fear, and a good Frame of Mind, we 
are not to be thought good Witneſſes, nor is much 
Credit to be given to any of our Words, be they 
whatſoever. | 
Second, It cannot Reaſonably be ſuppoſed, that 
S. Fiſher intended this Parenthelis againſt all Forms, 
in which the Nauk of GOD was uſed, ſince about 
the ſame time that he wrote this, our Friends de- 
clared to the Government, as before obſerv'd, that 
ce they were willing at all times, and upon every 
my te good occalion, to affirm or deny, in Tea or Tes, in 
ws 9 © ay or No, and that as in the PRESNNCBof GOD, 
or 


1 | 
r GOD is Wirwtss, &c. And that they were 
< ready to give Teſtimony in all Lawful Caſes on 
ce this wiſe: And S. Fiſher being then a Priſoner in 
London, *tis not to be doubted, but he was conſulted, 
and did approve of the Propoſal. 

Thirdly, For a farther N up of Sam. Fiſher's 
Senſe, in the Caunſe\under Conſideration, let's hear 
him upon the Text, Mat. 5. 37. in Page 91. of his 
 Anfwer to the Biſhop, where he expreſſes himſelf 
thus, © Let your Communication be Tea, Nay; that 
ce js, Without all Oaths ; for whatſoever is more than 
ce that, i.e. than ſolemn Aſſeveration and Negation, 
« ig of Evil; Which (ſays he) is as much as if he 
&« (Chriſt) had ſaid, Whatſoever Oaths or Swearing 
«are uſed now, as well as Forſwearing, comes of Evil. 
On which I fhall obſerve : . 

1, That he underſtands ſolemn Aſſeveration or 
Negation, to be no more than Yea and Nay, but juſt 
the very ſame, as appears by his Paraphraſe. 

2dly, That he there underſtands nothing but 
Swearing and Forſwearing to be prohibited by Chriſt 
in the ſaid Text, as more than Jes and Nay, and 
coming of Evil; which is agreeable to the Senſe of 
all Antient Friends Writings, that have come un- 
der my Obſervation. 

Thirdly, An Objection hath been made from the 
following Paſſage, page 319. of Iſaac Pennington's 
Collections, Which runs thus: “ There is (ſays he) 
Liberty enough left to a Diſciple to ſatisfie any 
Man concerning the Truth of a thing, by Con- 
<« teſſion, as much as by an Oath: For is it not: 
<* full as weighty under the Goſpel, to Confeſs the 


* Preſence of GOD, or that he is Witneſs, or that D 


« we ſpeak the thing in his Fear, and in the feeling 
<* of his Life and Power; as it was under the Law, 
* to Swear by his Life, by his Fear, by his Power, or 
* the like? 


From hence *tis objected, That we being not ſure | 


£9 feel the Life and Power of God, when we may be 
D 2 call'd 
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calPd upon to give Evidence, we ought to ſcruple 
ſuch a Form as this. | 
Anſwer, Tis evident that If. Pennington did not 
ſcruple to uſe the Name of Gop inſtead of an Oath; 
for he makes Confeſſng to the Preſence of God, or 
that he is Witneſs, under the Goſpel, to ſtand in 
the ſtead of an Oath under the Law. And indeed 
ſo does the Apoſtle Paul, Rom. 14. 11. for in his 
quoting the Prophet Iſaiab, Chap. 45. 23. he changes 
the word Swe ar into Confeſs, rendering the latter as 
much the Duty of a Chriſtian, as the other was of 
a Jew, Phil. 2. 11. - 
And as to what he adds with an Or, ont of a Re- 
dundancy of Speech, ſaying, „Or that we ſpeak 
* the Truth in his Fear, and in the feeling of his 
« Life and Power. There is no body will ſay, *tis 
unlawful to confeſs to the feeling of the Life and 
Power of God, when we do feel it; and why we 
ſhould not feel it in a good Frame of Mind, when 
giving Evidence in a Court, &c. I cannot tell. 
But this is no Objection againſt the preſent Afir- 
mation; for we are not therein required to ſay, we 
feel the Preſence of God, or his Life or Power; but 
ſimply to confeſs and own, that we are in his Preſence 
and that he is Witneſs. Now there is no Friend, [ 
hope, will deny, but that we are always, and in all 
places, in. the Preſence of God, and that he is Wit- 
neſs of all our Actions and Thoughts; and why we 
ſhould ſcruple to confeſs this in a Court of Judica- 
ture, Oc. in our giving Evidence, to ſnew we are 
Chriſtians, and as ſuch to be credited, I have not 
met with any good Reaſon ; as I have not for ſcru- 
pling to uſe the Name of God in confeſſing our 
Chriſtianity, in owning the awful Omnipotency, 
Omnipreſency and Omniſciency of Go v, in giving 
our Evidence in a Court of judicature, or elſe- 
where. >. + SS | | 

Fourthly, An ObjeQion has been made from a re- 
printed Paper, ſaid to be drawn up in the Year 1666 i 
EI Wu rt r pinks” 
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[7 and ſign'd by divers Friends, in which they fay, 
cc they will ſtand to and by the words of Chriſt, 
« and the Apoſtle Fames, viz. Tea, Tea, and Nay, 
cc Nay, | 

Anſwer, 1, Thoſe Subſcribers, *tis plain, uſed 
thoſe words only in oppoſition to Swearing, and 
not the uſing the Name of Go p in an Affirmation, 
inſtead of an Oath ; that being ſo often offer'd by 
Friends, both before and after that Paper was 
wrote, without the leaſt ſcruple in thoſe Days. 

2dly, The Friends diſſatisfied have agreed to a 
Form for an Affirmation, in other words than Tea, 
Tea,* and Nay, Nay, (viz.) IA. B. do Sincerely and 
Solemnly Declare and Affirm, &c. So that the Paper 
aforeſaid cannot be brought in by them, as an 
Objection of any force, againſt the preſent Affr- 
mation. | | 

Fifthly, Objections are made from the Treatiſe of 
Oaths, which was wrote by William Penn and Richard 
Richardſon, as appears by the Subſcription at the 
end of it. By the Stile, the Reaſons in the begin- 
ning of it ſhould be W. Penn's; and the Authorities, 
with the Remarks thereupon, ſeem to be R. Richard- 
ſon's, This Treatiſe has in its Frentiſpiece an Ad- 
dreſs to the King and Parliament, ſubſcribed by the 
ſaid William Penn and Richard Kichardſon, and Eleven 
Friends more, among which George Whitehead was 
one: On which Book, printed 1675, the Friends diſ- 
ſatifed with the preſent Affirmation laying ſo much 
ſtreſs, I ſhall take ſome notice of their Objections 
from it, and make Anſwers to the ſame. 

Objeftion. In Page 13. V. Penn argues, That be- 
* cauſe we are taught to ſpeak the Truth, the 
** whole Truth, and nothing but the Truth, as 
„ plainly and readily, without an Oath, as with an 
* Oath ; and to abhor Lying, as much as Perjury; 
that therefore for us to Swear, were to take 
e- ** the Name of GO p in vain. With which agrees 
Fee 4 13 g Ts 


Anſw. 


T Ps) 
Aan. That is true; for we believing all Oaths 
. to be unlawful, to uſe the Name of Gop in an 
Oath, is to us a taking his Name in vain; being 
in a thing prohibited by Chriſt. But he does not 
mean, that the uſing the Name of Go v in a Solemn 
Ajirmation, which is not prohibited by Chrift, is to 
take it in vain; as appears by his Propoſition to 
the Friends difſatisfied at the Yearly Meeting 1702. 
as aforefaid, and as appears by his Letter to Stephen 
. Criſp before-mention'd, and alfo from his having 
taken the preſent Affirmation it ſelf. | 
Object. In Page 17. he ſays, “ We look upon it to 
ce be no leſs than a preſuniptuous tempting of God, 
* to ſummons him as a Witneſs, not only to Terrene, 
* but Trivial Buſineſs, ſuch as we ſhould doubtleſs 
* account it an high Indignity always to folicit an 
* Earthly Prince to give his Attendance about. 
Anſw. This is ſaid againſt Oaths, and does not 
affect a Reverential Uſing the Name of Goo, or 
Confeſling him a Witneſs. For there is a great 
difference between Summoning him as a Witneſs, 
and Confeſſing he is ſo. - | "Wh; 
Again, in page 23. on theſe words, Whatſoever is 
more than Tea, Tea, and Nay, Nay, cometh of Evil: 
This (ſays he) cannot be intended of more words 
bl. than Tea, Tea, and Nay, Nay, provided they are 
K not of a higher Strain, but of the ſame degree of 
“Speech, importing a plain Aſſertion or Denial of 
«a thing; for it is not the Number, but the Na- 
* ture of the Words ſpoken, that is here prohibi- 
«ted; nor can it be only underſtood of Perjury, 
« for every Body knows that to be Evil in it ſelf, 
© which is more than that which cometh of, or be- 
« cauſe of Evil. Therefore (ſays he) it muſt be 
ce underſtood as well of Swearing, as of Forſwearing, 
ce which is not Evil in it ſelf, yet cometh of, or by 
. * reaſon of Evil in the Wore: Sor ( 425 he) is 
"<a there any thing more than Tea and Nay, beſides Perjury, 
Is, - ce which 4 be ted but an Oath? al 9 
| | ere 


that was intended. 
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Here is a full Anſwer to the Scruples of the Diſ- 
ſatisfied, from the Book they ſo much admire, to 
the overthrowing all their Object ions at once; and 
is ſo clear an Rxplication of the Text, as to what is 
more than Yea and Nay, that nothing can be plainer 
and better expreſſed thereon. | 

He is poſitive, that nothing is more than Tea and 
Nay, beſides Perjury and an Oath. So that, according 
to him, all Words whatſoever, which do not make 
an Oath, are not of a higher Strain, but of the 
ſame degree of Speech with Tea, Tea, and Nay, Nay: 
Then muſt neceſſarily fall to the ground, that New 
Notion, and Ill- grounded Diſtinction of a middle 
thing, between Swearing and Yea and Nay, as more 
than Yea and Nay, coming of Evil; which ſome 
of late have advanc'd, without Authority from the 
Text. 

There is one thing more in nis Treatiſe, which 

I muſt obſerye, and that is, William Penn and Richard 
Richardſon, in the laſt Page thereof, propoſe to the 
King and Parliament, “ That all thoſe who are of 
« the Society of the People called Ozakters, and 
« known of them to be fo, ſhall not be moleſted 
„fox the future, upon the account of Swearing, 
* but their Solemn VBA and Nay ſhall be taken in 
lieu thereof. Now their Solemn Yza and Nay 
here, muſt be taken in the ſame Senſe, as the ſame 
Two Friends, with the Eleven others, who ſign'd 
the Addrefs in the Frontiſpiece of the Treatiſe to 
the King and Parliament, uſed thoſe words; and 
there, in Page 2. they ſay, We cannot for pure 
** Conſcience take an Oath at all, tho? we have a- 
* gain and again tendred our Solemn Yza and Nav. 
And what Solemn Yz a and Nay they had again and 
again tendred, is very plain from the many Inſtances 
ot Friends Offers, before that time, in this Caſe, 
* to Declare in the PRESENCE of GOD, Cc. as be- 
tore herein recited; and particularly G. Fox's offer, 
but the Year before this Treatiſe was publiſt'd, 
unto 
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unto the Judges of the King's Bench, as aforeſaid: 


So that William Penn's concurring then in what he 


wrote, with the Senſe of Friends in thoſe Early 


Days, is very manifeſt; as well as that our much 
Eſteemed Friend George Whitehead was of the ſame 


mind then, as he is now, in this matter, although 


he has been unjuſtly repreſented the contrary. 
To which I ſhall add; William Penn's Senſe and 


Judgment on this matter, in his Anſwer to the 


Athenian Mercury (for I take him to be the Author) 
publiſh'd in the Year 1692. and Entituled, The New 
Athentans no Noble Bereans In the laſt Paragraph 


- whereof are theſe words, (viz.) © But you think 


| BE 


ce you pinch us, by urging the Text upon us literal- 
&« ly, (viz. Let your Communication be Yea, Yea, Nay, 
Nay; for or is more than theſe, cometh of Evil) 
ce which alas is your Miſtake; for ſo that we do not 
« Swear, we anſwer that Precept, tho By OrHER 


„ Wonps than Yea and Nax. | | 
What can be plainer than this, that Any Words 


may be uſed in the room of Tea and Nay, let them 
be ever ſo Solemn, provided they do not make an 
Oath? And ſince the Pronouncing of the Name of 
GOD in Caſes of Evidence, &c. is not an Oath, 


therefore 'tis evident, that in his Senſe, the Ob- 


jection to the uſing that Nauk in Caſes of Evi- 
dence, Cc. is without good Foundation. And as 
to the Definition of an Oath, or what in truth 
makes an Oath, I refer thee to the latter part of 


this Letter. 


As to theſe words in the Margin of an Old Bible 
on the Text, Mat. 5.37. But let your Communication 
be Yea, Yea, Nay, Nay; for whatſoever is more than 
theſe, cometh of Evil; ( viz.) © What you affirm, 
« affirm barely; and what you deny, deny barely; 
« without uſing any other words. 


-” 


Ll anſwer, This Annotation argues nothing in this, 


caſe; for | ſuppoſe none can prove, that this An- 
notator was of Opinion, that Swearing before a 
| Magiſtrate 


57 
Magiſtrate was unlawful : And therefore I take 
that this Annotation reſpected common Conver- 
ation only, and not the uſing Solemn and Reve- 
rential Expreſſions on account of an Ordinance of 
God, as Courts of Juſtice, and Civil Judicature, in 
Caſes of Evidence, &c. are. 5 

Beſides, the uſing the preſent Affirmation, is but 
Affirming or Denying barely, without uſing Words 
of a higher Strain, and is of the ſame degree of 
Speech; ſince the Affirmation is not an Oath, and 
nothing but an Oath and Perjury, is more than Yea and 
Nay coming of Evil; as W. Penn hath taught us in 
the aboveſaid Treatiſe of Oaths, and as is the con- 
current Teſtimony of our Antients. | 

And as a farther Demonſtration thereof, I ſhall 
here add what was offer'd by us as a People to the 
Parliament, in the Year 1702. to be Enacted as 4 
Clauſe in a Bill then depending in Parliament, for 
what we could ſay inſtead of an Oath; which Clauſe 
was order'd to be drawn up by the Meeting for Suf- 
ferings, and was ſign'd under the Hands of dfvers 
Friends, ( which Original Paper is ſtill in being) 
A true Copy whereof is as followeth ; 


car ND whereas the Queen's Proteſtant Diſ- 
= ſenting Subje cs, commonly call'd Quakers, 
« do ſcruple to Swear, or take an Oath 1a any 
** Caſe: Be it Enacted by the Authority aforeſaid, 
* That the ſaid People ſhall be exempted from 
e taking the ſaid Oath; and ſhall inſtead thereof 
de permitted to make the Declaration follow- 
ing: 

66 A. B. do truly and ſincerely Acknowledge, 
© Profeſs, Teſtifie and Declare, That Qneen Anne 
e is Rightful and Lawful Queen of theſe Realms, 
* and all other her Dominions and Countries there- 


* unto belonging; and do Renounce and Refuſe 


* any Allegiance or Obedience to the Perſon pre- 
** tended to be Prince of Wales, during the Life of 
| ce the 


W 
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« the late King James; and ſince his Deceaſe, pre- 
„ tending to be, and taking upon himſelf, the Stile 
and Title of King of England, by the Name of 


ce James the Third: And 1 do Promiſe, with the 


BE AssisraNcE of GOD, to be True and Faithful 


to the ſaid Queen Anne, and to the Succeſſion of 
ce the Crown in the Proteſtant Line, as the ſame 
eis, and ſtands limited by an Act of Parliament, 
ꝙDeclaring the Rights and Liberties of the Subject, and 
< ſettling" the Succeſſion of the Crown to the preſent Queen, 
and the Heirs of her Body, being Proteſtants. And as 
the ſame by one other Act, Entituled, An Act for 
< the farther Limitation of the Crown, and better Securing 
de the Rights and Liberties of the Subject, is, and ſtands 


limited after the Deceaſe of the ſaid Queen; and 


<* tor default of Iſſue of the Queen, to the Princeſs 
<< Sophia, Electoreſs and Dutcheſs Dowager of Han- 
* over, and the Heirs of her Body being Proteſtants. 
And that I will do my beſt Endeavours to diſ- 
© cloſe and make known to the Queen, and her Suc- 
« ceflors, all Treaſons and Traiterous Couſpiracies, 
which I ſhall know to be againſt Her, or any of 
« them. And all theſe things I do plainly and ſin- 
de cerely Acknowledge and Declare, according to 
<« theſe Expreſs Words by me ſpoken, and accord- 
ing to the plain and common Senſe and Under- 
« ſtanding of the ſame Words, without any Equi— 


..“ vocation, Mental Evaſion, or Secret Reſervation 


«© whatſoever. | 
Henry Goldney, John Whiting, 
George Bowles, Samuel Waldenficld, 
Tobias Collet, John Danſon, 
Nathaniel Marks, Michael Ruſſel, 
Daniel Wharley, Daniel Quare, 
John Boucher, John G opſil, jun. 
Edward Wright, Joſeph Wyeth, 
John Freame, Thomas Zachary, 
William Ockeaden, John Milcoæ, 
John Faug hin, Laſſels Metcalfe. 
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So that we find ſo lately as the- Year 1702. none 
of theſe Friends did ſcruple to uſe the Sacred N Aus 
of GOD. in Terrene Affairs, how much ſoever the 
Minds of ſome of em are ſince chang'd, viz Henry 
Goldney, J. Whiting, G. Bowles, S.Waldenfield, T. Collet, 
„ : | 


I ſhall alſo here inſert (which ſtands upon Re- 
cord) what John Feild did offer to the Biſhop of 
London, in the 24 Month 1678. in lieu of an Oath. q 
[By which it may be ſeen, how conſiſtent he is now, 
with what he offer'd then. Which is as followeth : 


e I John Feild, Do, in the PRESENCE of AtmiGutTY #8 
6 GOD, Solemnly Profeſs, and in good Conſtiense EXE 

« Declare, It is my reai Judgment, that the Church 

Hof Rome, is not the Church of Chriſt; nor the Pope, 

« or Biſhop of Rome, Chriſt's Vicar; and that his 

«© or her Doctrines of depoſing Heretical Princes, 

« and abſolving their Subjects of their Obedience, 

« of Purgatory or Prayers for the Dead, of Indul- 
| © gences and worſhipping of Images, of adoring | 
| « and praying to the Virgin Mary, and other Saints | 
ce deceaſed, and of Tranſubſtantiation (or changing 1 
e the Elements of Bread and Wine into the Body | 
* and Blood of Chriſt, at or after the Conſecration | 
« thereof, by any Perſon whatſoever) are falſe, er- | 
© roneous, and contrary to the Truth of God de- 
, *clared in the Holy Scriptures : And therefore | 
the Communion of the ſaid Church is Super— | 
« ſtitious and Idolatrous. And I do likewiſe iin- 
> *cerely teſtifie and declare, that I do from the 
* bottom of my Heart, deteſt and abhor all Pls 
* and Conſpiracies, that are or may be contri-'d a- I 
* gainſt the King, Parliament, or People of this 
* Nation, &c. And 1 do hereby promiſ:, with 
*GOD's Help, to live a Sober and Pezceable Life, 
as becometh.a good Chriftian and Proteſtant to | 
do. And all this I do acknowlelge, intend; de- | 
| E 2 &clarz i 
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N. B. t clare and ſubſcribe, without any Equivocation, 
* or Mental Reſervation, according to the true 

e Plainnefs, Simplicity, and uſual Signification of 

* the Words. Signed 

IS John Feild. 


Having before Recited the Senſe of our Antient 
Frieads, and what they offer'd to the Government 
inſtead of Oaths required of them: I here ſubjoin 
the Form of the preſeat Solemn Affirmation, as by 
Law Eſtabliſhed, that thou may'ft ſee *tis not of an 
higher Nature, but of the ſame Degree of Speech 
with what our Antient Friends earneſtly preſs'd 
might be accepted of them in lieu of an Oath; 
which is as followeth, 


IA. B. do Declare in the Preſence 
of Almighty God, the Witneſs of the 
Truth of what J fay. 


The principal Obje&ions that are commonly ad- 
vanc d againſt this Solemn Affirmation are theſe fol- 
Jowiag : Aud I hope the Anſwers I ſhall give there- 
unto, will prove to thy Satisfaction. 


Object. 1. Thar tis an Oath, or like an Oath, or bor- 
dering upon an Oath. | 
4 - 5 * 3 a1 
An/w. That a miſtake, *tis not the Form of an 
Oath, nor Ceremony to confirm it as an Oath ; nor 
did the holy Apoſtle ſwear, either in declaring 


Before Cod, (i. c. in the Preſence of God) or God is 


Witne!s, & c. | 


Object. 2. Tat tis more than Yea, Yea, Nay, Nay; 
that is, of a higher Import, ar got according to the Sim- 
pliciry of Curiſt's Wards, Yea, Yea, Nay, Nay. 
 Aaiw. There is a great Miſunderſtanding in this 
Matcer; ea, Tea, mult anſwer tp, or conclude lome- 


thing 
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thing antecedent, or going before; *tis Affirming 
the Truth, whether it be in Communication Reli- 
gious or Civil; Let your Communication or Speech 
be Truth; Let your Tea be Tea, and your Nay, Nay; 
Let it be Truth, without Swearing or Falſhood, for 
theſe come of Evil: But ſo doth not Confeſſing the 


Name of GOD in Truth and Righteouſneſs. Nei- 


ther does Chriſt forbid higher Expreſſions than Tea, 
Tea, or Nay, Nay; for he uſed Yerily, Verily: And 
have a greater Witneſs than that of John; the Father 
himſelf which hat ſent me, hath born Witneſs of me, 
John 5. 36, 37. _ | 

Nor does he ſay, that Expreſſions or Words of 
a. higher Import come of Evil; for all the Promiſes 
of God are Tea and Amen in Chriſt: In which Pro- 
miſes the Name of the Loxp Gop is often men- 
tion'd. 

Query, What cometh of Evil (i. e. of the Evil 
One, or of the Devil) in this Caſe, beſides Per- 
Jury and Swearins, being forbidden by Chriſt je- 

us! | 

Anſw. Not reyerently Declaring the Truth in 
the Fear of God, nor confeſſing him to be Witreſs 
to the Truth in a Juſt and Righteous Cauſe. 


Object. 3. The Sacred Name of GOD ought not to 
be uſed in Terrene or Temporal Affairs, or we Conſcien- 
tiouſiy ſcruple to uſe it in them. 

Anſw. T hat appears to be a new and unſcriptural 
Doctrine, and expreſly contrary to the Apoſtles 
Doctrine and Uſe; James 4. 13, 14, 15. Te ought to 
Jay, If the Lord will, &c. which relates to Temporal 
Affairs, as Buying and Selling, and getting gain, ver. 
13,14. And 1 Cor. 4.19. But I will come to you ſhort- 
ly, if the Lord will; and Chap. 16. 7. But I truſt to 
tarry a while with you, if the Lord permit. 

. Note, His coming to them, and tarrying a while 
with them, were Temporal. 1 Thefſ. 2. 5. For. neither 
at any time "uſed we flattering words, nor a cloke af 
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Cypvetouſneſs, GOD is our Witneſs; compared with 
Ack, 20. 33. I haue coveted no Man's Silver, or Gold, 
- or Apparel; which were Terrene Things, and God 
was Witneſs, that he was free from coveting them. 


Object. 4. But ſuppoſe I have not an immediate 
. Senſe of the Preſence of God upon my Spirit, when I am 
required to take the Solemn Affirmation? 

Anſw. No true or faithful Friends can ſuppoſe, 
but that if they be in the Senſe of his Fear, they 
| muſt have ſome Senſe of his Preſence. *Tis too 
looſe an Objection for any, eſteem'd a Qualer, to 
ſuppoſe himſelf to be out of the Fear of Gov, 
when he ſhould Solemnly Declare the Truth before 
Authority; ſeeing Juſtice requires Truth in Evi- 
dence, and we cannot deny our being in the Pre- 
ſence of God, nor his being Witneſs thereto, accord- 
ing to our own and Truth's Principles, That God 
is Omnipreſent, and Witneſs to the Truth. 


Object. 5. How can I repeat the Words of the So- 
lemn Affirmation, or the Sacred Name of 60 D, after 
a Clerk or Cryer, &c. that Hall happen to be an Irreli- 
gious Perſon? N 

Anſw. Tis the Court or Magiſtrate requires the 
Tender; and if the Officer that miniſters it be ir- 
reverent, &c. I may, nevertheleſs, repeat the Words 
reverently in the Fear of God, for Juſtice to be 
done to my ſelf or Neighbour. | 


Object. 6. How can I repeat the Affirmation, when 
"tis required in Man's Will? 

Anſw. That's no ſafe Objection or Scruple; for 
tis to charge the Magiſtrate, or Court, with being 
Arbitrary, and acting only in their own Wills, 
when they are upon their Oaths, and Jjudiciaſly 
Enquiring after the Truth, ſo as they may the bet- 
rer give Credit thereunto, in order to their doing 


[nitice. | 
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To which Objections and Anſwers, I ſhall now pro- 
ceed to give the Definition of an Oath. 


Queſtion. All Swearing being forbid, Mat. 5. 33, 34, - 


35,36. Ir is fit to know what an Oath' is, in order to a- 
void ite? f N 

Anſwer. An Oath is defined, Numb. 30. 2. If a 
Man vom a Vow unto the Lord, or ſwear an Oath, to 
bind his Soul with a Bond. | | 

Q: Is there difference between a Vow and an Oath? 

A. Yes, a Vow is a Religious Promiſe made to 
God, without a Curſe or Imprecation, and is ex- 
preſſed in the active Voice, viz. Tf the Lord will be 
pleaſed 2 known his way, I will walk therein all 
my days; s in Hannah's Vow, 1 Sam. 1. 11. F the 
Lord would give her a Man- child, then would ſhe give 
him to the Lord all the days of his Life. 


. What is binding the Soul with a Bond, or Smearing? 


A. Uſing an Imprecation, or calling upon God 
for a Curſe in the paſſive Voice, which makes an 
Oath: As a Vow promiſeth in the Active Voice to 
do ſomething, ſo an Oath layeth the Soul under a 
Curſe in the paſſive Voice, viz. Let the Lord inflitt 
ſuch a Curſe upon me; Let me be ſo done unto, if I per- 
form not my word. Thus Vows barely promiſe to 
perform ſomething to God; and Oaths doth it up- 
on a Penalty of a Curſe from God. *Tis therefore 
an Imprecatipty or calling upon God for a Curſe, 
that is eſſential in Speech to make an Oath. So that 
by obſerving the divers Forms of Speech, it will be 
ea ſie to diſcern, which are, and which are not Oaths. 
'Tis from hence very plain, that tis not the Name 
of the Loxp, barely uſed in a Form of Speech (as 


in Vows) that makes that Form of Speech an Oath: 


Nor is it eſſential to an Oath, that the Name of 
Gop be uſed in the Form of Words thereof. So 
that Men may name the Lokp in a Form of Speech 
without Swearing; and Men may Swear by the 
Loxp without naming him in their Speech. 

| VEN. Q. How 
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Q. How are Oaths formed, without naming the N.ime 
of the LokD; ſince it is laid down, that tis calling up- 
on God for 4 Curſe, that makes the Form of Speech an 
Oath? _- n | 

Anſw. 1 ſhall give an Example or two, which 
may ſuffice; which will ſhew, that an Oath is an 
Imprecation, and that an Imprecation may be made 
without mentioning the Lord, (viz.) When the 
Woman faid to the Spies, Foſh. 2. 12. Swear unto me 
by the Lord; they accordingly ſwore to her, ſaying, 
Our Life for yours, if ye utter not this our buſineſs, V.1 4. 
The ſame ſort of Oath was uſed by thoſe that ſwore 
they would kill Paul, Acts 23. 12. ſaying, We will nei- 
ther eat nor drink, till we have killed Paul. The Im- 
precations are the ſame, (viz.) If we perform not our 
Word, let us die; that is, Let God ſuffer us not to Live; 
Let him cut the Thread of our Lives. Theſe Imprecati- 
ons do not Name the Lox, and yet they Swear by 
Him; that is, by his Power, which is imply'd. For 
he that ſwears by his Life, ſwears by him that gave it, 
and by him that hath power over it. Mat. 23. 21. He 
that ſwears by the Temple, ſweareth by it, and him that 
dwells therein. 

Q. How muſt the Speech be formed, to ſwear by Hea- 
ven, by Earth, Feruſalem, and the Head? 

A. If the Speech be formed after the following 
manner, I I perform not my word, never let me enter 
Heaven; Let me never behold Jeruſajeyg ; let not the 
Earth yield its Increaſe to me; let my Head rs 
Theſe would be all Oaths, tho' Go D's Name be 
not mention'd :- For the true meaning of the Words 
are, Let God exclude me; Let him prevent it, &c. 
That is, Let me be Curſed after this or the ether man- 
ner, which is imported in the Oath ſo frequently 
uſed in Scripture, viz. Let God do ſo to me, and 
more alſo, if I do not this or that; which is very 
near the Form uſed in England, viz. So help me God; 
that 1s, Let God deal with me acrardingly: Which are 
Imprecations. 
„The 
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The Forms of Oaths uſed in Scripture are vari- 
dus, and it is needleſs to repeat, ſince what is hinted 
may be ſufficient to explain what Form of Words 
make an Oath, viz. All that bind the Soul with 
a Penal Bond, by calling upon God to afflict it by a 
Curſe. 

Q. Can thoſe be ſaid to Smear falſly, that ſaid, The 
Lord liveth, ſmce that is no Imprecation ? , 

A. I can by no means allow, that owning or ſay- 
ing, The Lord liveth, is Swearing falſly; nor do I be- 
Jieve the Prophet in the leaſt intended to make it 
ſo. For his Charge upon them was, that tho' they 
confeſſed (that great Truth) That the Lord liveth, 
yet they preſumed to Swear falſly, which was their 
Crime; whether they forſware themſelves, or whe- 
ther they ſwore by falſe Gods, or both, is not hard 
to judge. *Tis my Opinion, that the Crime the 
Prophet lays to their charge, is clearly explain'd by 
the Context, viz. Jer. 5. 7. How ſhall I pardon thee 
for this ? Thy Children have forſaken me, and ſworn by 
them that are no Gods. And Chap. 7. 9, 10. II ye 
ſteal, murder, and commit adultery, and ſwear falſly, 
and burn incenſe unto Baal, and walk after other gods 
whom ye know not; and come and ſtand before me in this 
bouſe, which is called by my name? 

Thus they owned and confeſſed the Lord to live, 
by their coming and ſtanding before him in his 
Houſe; and yet worſhipped and ſerved Baal, which 
was a great Abomination. For the Lord is a jealous 
God, and as he was the only true Object of Wor- 
ſhip, ſo he would be the only Power to Swear by; 
and therefore commands, Deut.6. 13. Thou ſhalt fear 
the Lord thy God, and ſerve him, and ſhalt Swear by his 
Name. Again, Lai. 65. 16. He that ſweareth in the 
Earth, ſhall ſwear by the God of Truth. 

So that whoever worſhipped other Gods, wor- 
ſhipped falſly; and whoever ſwore by other Gods, 
{wore falſly; notwithſtanding they might own, at 
tae ſame time, the Lord to live. We find there. 
F was 
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was a People in the Days of Elijah, thus halted be- 


. tween two Opinions, who both worſhipped and 


{wore by falſe Gods, 1 Kings x8 & 19th Chapters. 
Fezabel ſwore ſhe wonld have the Life of Elijah, 
who had been the Inſtrument of the Deſtruction of 
Baal's Prophets, ſaying, So let the Gods do to me, and 
more alſo, if I make not thy life as the life of one of them, 
by to morrom abaut this time. Whether her Wicked- 


neſs was fo great, as to mean, as ſome were found, 


that fwore by God and by Malcham, by the Gods, the 
Lord and Baal, I ſtall not now determine; 'tis plain 
that both were owned, and that both were worſhip- 
ped, if not both ſworn by, from what the Prophet 
faith, How long halt ye between two Opinions? if the 
Lord be God, follow him; if Baal, then follow him. As 
much as to ſay, Do not own both, do not worſhip, 
nor {wear by both. | 
Thus worſhipping Dumb Idols, to whom no Wor- 


ſhip is or can be due, is worſhipping falſly ; fo to 


ſwear by them, who have no Power to inflict the 
Curſe call'd for, is ſwearing falſly. For *tis ſaid in 
Heb. 6. 16. Men verily ſwear by the greater; viz. by 
ſuch a Power that is able to afflict the Soul with the 
Curſe call'd for. Where this Power was wanting, 
in vain was ſuch an Oath: Or rather, that it was 
a falſe Oath ; that is, a counterfeit, not a true 
Oath: And fo properly may be ſaid to be Swear- 
ing fallly; that is, by a falſe Power, which is not 
capable of either raking cognizance, or puniſhing 

tor the Breach of it. | 
Thus it ſeems to me, that God, to prevent ſuch 
Swearing falſty, permitted the People to ſwear by 
his Name; as many other things were permitted 
under the Law, by reaſon of the Hardneſs of their 
Hearts, which were not pleaſing unto God, and 
which Chriſt, when he came, (who was to lay the 
AX to the Roors of the Evil Trees) either corrected 
or aboliſhed : Thus (declaring that Oaths came of 
Evil) he put an end to Swearing, Aat. 5. > i 
wear 


[ 35 ] 


Swear not at all; which is meant of ſuch Oaths as 
were permitted under the Law to be uſed, and not 
profane Swearing, for that never was. 

Q. How doth it appear, that an Oath cometh of Evil? 

A. It provokes God, by exciting him to execute 
his Juſtice on the Evil-doer, as if otherwiſe he might 
negle& or omit the doing of it; which is a diſ- 
truſting his Juſtice; nay, it even dictates to God 
how he ſhall puniſh; which are Preſumptions in the 
Creature, and conſequently cometh of Evil. For 
no Man ought any more to diſtruſt the Juſtice, than 
ro doubt of the Being of God. Therefore Chriſt 
hath inſtituted, in the ſtead of Swearing, Tea, Yea, 
and Nay, Nay ; that is, to declare Truth, either in 
Affirming or Denying, without calling for a Curſe, 
which cometh becauſe of Evil. 

Q. What may be underſtood by theſe Woras, Yea, 
Yea, and Nay, Nay ? 

A. 1 ſhall give my Opinion of them freely. Tea, 
Yea, I take to be an Aſleveration, a ſtrong Aſſer- 
tion, an earneſt Affirmation. Tea, ſingly, is an Aft- 
fir mation, ſo is Yerily But Tea, Tea, and VFVerily, 
verily, are earneſt Afirmations of the Truth, which 
Chriſt has allow'd inſtead of Inprecations or Oaths. 
So that as under the Law, an Oath was to be the 
end of Controverſie ; ſo under the Gofpel, an car- 
neſt or ſolemn Affirmation of the Truth ſhould. 
And as all Imprecations are Oæths, whatever Words 
compoſe them, whether uſing or not uſing the 
Name of GOD; ſo all Aſſeverations, or earneſt 
Affirmings of the Truth, are Tex, Tea, whether the 
Lord be named, or not named, or whatever Form 
of Words compoſe them. This 1 haye cauſe to 
believe, from the Example of Chriſt, whoſe Pra- 
ctice is the beſt Authority, as well as the beſt Ex- 

olition of his Sayings. 

When Chriſt was asked, Art thou the Chriſt, the 
Sou of the Bleſſed? He auſwer'd, Mark 14.62. I am. 
Not by the >yilable Tea, which no doubt he would 
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have done, if he had intended to have eſtabliſh'd 
that particular Word in Speech: And ſo when he 
denies, Luke 17.9. he ſaith, I trom not; and not by 
the word Nay. Which ſufficiently proves, that by 
the words Tea and Nay, is meant Affirming and 
Denying, in any Form of Speech, that has not an 
Imprecation 1n It. | 

He often uſes this Form of Words when he af- 
firms, viz. I ſay unto yon; which imports, in my 
Opinion, that he aſſured them upon the Credit of 
his Word. Again, Luke 9. 27. he faith, I tell you 
of a Truth; and Chap. 12. 44. he ſaith, Of a Truth, 
I ſay unto you. And John 3.11. he earneſtly aſſerts, 
that he ſpeaks the Truth; Yerily, verily, I ſay unto 
thee, We ſpeak that we do know, and teſtifie that we 
have ſeen, and you receive not our Witneſs. All which 
earneſt Affirmings, *tis plain, are to inforce his 
Speech, and that he might gain Credit with them 
that heard : As in Chap. 4. 21. he excites the Wo- 
man to give him Credit, Woman, believe me; other- 
wife he might only have affirmed, that the Hour 
cometh, &c. And in Chap. 8. 12. he aſſerts, that he 
is the Light of the World; but the unbelieving Phariſees 
would not allow his Record of himſelf to be true : 
Yet Chriſt aſſerts again, notwithſtanding that, his 
Recard was true. However, he knowing the Law 
required two Witneſſes; and to leave them without 
Excuſe, he comply'd therein, in order to gain the 
Credit his Words deſerved; and therefore acknow- 
jedzerh, that Go p was Witneſs alſo, as ver. 18. The 
Father that ſent me, beareth Witneſs of mg. 
| | Thus, uader many Forms of Speech, did he ear- 
5 neſtly Arm the Truth, even owning and confeſ- 
1 ung Go to be the Witneſs of his Teſtimony; and 
i, ſegms co me, tor no other Reaſon, than to re- 
move Dilirujt, and create Credit in them that 
zcard; or elſe (every Body muſt allow) it would 
have been ſufficient to have barely ſaid ſuch a thing 


is ſo, without complying, to make an Impreſſion 
| 8 
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upon their Unbelief, by ſuch Aſſeverations, or ear- 
neſt and ſtrong Affirmations. 

Thus the Apoſtle Paul, to gain Credit of the ca- 
rinthians of the Truth of his Word, ſaid, But as 
God is true, our Word towards you was not Tea and Nay, 
2 Cor. 1.18. or as in ver. 17. That with me there ſhould 
be Yea, Yea, and Nay, Nay. 

Q. How comes the Apoſtle thus Solemnly to Affirm, 
That his Word had not been Yea and Nay? 

A. Becauſe his Tea was true; therefore the Apo- 
ſtle here not only acknowledgeth the true Meaning 
of Tea to be Affirming, and Nay to be Denying; 
but alſo aſſerts, that what he had ſaid to them un- 
der any Form of Speech, was truly Tea; that is, had 
not been contradictory, but ſincere and true. And 
affirms the ſame of all the Promiſes of God, (in 
whatſoever Form of Words) that they are all Yz a 
and AMEN in Chriſt. And ver. 23. whilſt he is un- 
der the very Uſe of the Words Tea, Tea, &c. He 
(to prevail with them to believe that he ſpoke the 
Truth, concerning his not coming according to 
the Expectation he had given them) calleth God 
to Record upon his Soul; Which is an Invocation, or 
Appeal to God, who beareth Witneſs of the Truth. 
Such Appeals to Him are often uſed in Prayer, 
(which is an Invocation, or calling upon God) and 
which by no means comes within the bounds of an 
Oath: For it is no more Lawful to Swear in Prayer 
or Preaching, than at the Bar; nor in Religious 
Communication, any more than 1n Civil; nor is 
Yea, Yea, in ſpeaking Truth, to be exceeded in one, 
any more than in the other; for whatſoever is 
more than Truth-ſpeaking, (whereſoever, or un- 
der what Circumſtance ſoever) it cometh of Evil. 

Thus the Apoſtle, after the Example of Clmjiſt, 
thought it no Crime to ſtrengthen his own Wit- 
ueſs, by owning and acknowledging God to be IWir- 
neſs alſo of the Truth of what he ſaid, even at tte 
ſame time that he was under the Conſideration and 

i 
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Uſe of the Words VIA, VE, and Nax, Nay: Nor 
can any Man rightly ſappoſe, that Chriſt, by his 
Practice, would contradict his Sayings; or that the 
Apoſtle, whilſt repeating his Words, would break 
his Command. | | 

All theſe Examples ſnew, in my Opinion, that 
all Forms of Speech (whether with, or without 
naming the LoD) that call upon Go v for a Curſe, 
are Oaths: So that the Forms of Speech (whether 
with or without naming the Lord) that truly, ſin- 
cerely, and ſingly Affirm the Truth, are no more 
than VIA, VIA; which I take, as I ſaid before, to 
be 10 Aſſeveration, or ſtrong Affirmation of the 
Truth. 

So that it appears, from the practice of Chriſt 
and the Apoſtle, that it was not earneſt Affirmings, 


owning Gop to be Witneſs, nor Invocations or 4 
Appeals to Gov, (for all Prayer is an Invocation) 5 
that were prohibited: But that it was Imprecations, * 


or calling upon God for a Curſe; which is more 

than Solemn Affirming, Atteſting, or Aſſerting the 

Truth, and cometh of Evil. And it may juſtly be 

{aid, that *tis not the Religionſly Naming the LORD 

in our Speech, that is charged with Evil: But on fy 
the contrary, the Apoſtle Fames, who had the Mind 15 
of Chriſt concerning Swearing, charges the Omiſſion bo 
or it as an Evil Boaſting, to ſay, I will do this or that, 

without ſaying, IF the Lord will, that I live to do it; 

nay, he faith, We Oucur to ſay, If the Lord will. 

So that Religtouſly to confeſs, in all our Communi- 

cation, that the Lord l:verz; that is, that there is a 

Gov, in oppolition to Atheiſm; and that he is the 

Living Gov, in oppoſition to Dumb Idols; and * 
that he is Witneſs to the Truth of all our Words; Kc: - 
and#that without his Power, *tis not poſſible for = 
us to ſubſiſt a moment, cannot be conſtrued to be 
Evil, but is becoming all Religious People to 
Practice. | 


Therefore 


n 
Therefore to Conclude, 3 

After-Ages (and perhaps even the preſent) will 
ſcarcely believe, that theſe Publiſhers of a New Do- 
grine among us, againſt uſing the Nams of GOD 
in Courts of judicature, and elſewhere, contrary 
to the Faith of our Antients, who were the In- 
ſtruments of gathering us to be a People, and con- 
trary to their own Conſent, as by the Minutes and 
Records of our Yearly Meeting is before proved; 
mould now carry their miſtaken Scruple ſo high, 
as to refnſe to Conſent to (or even ſo much as not 
to Oppoſe) the Renewal of the preſent Affirmation, 
if they (theſe diſſatisfied Friends) ſhall miſcarry in 
getting one this next Seſſions in their own Terms; 
| ſay, that they ſhall be ſo Unreaſonably Stiff, as 
to pretend it to be matter of Confcience to them, 
not ts Conſent, that thoſe Friends, who are well 
Satisfied in Conſcience in the preſent Affirmation, 
ſhould endeavour to ſecure their Properties in the 
Continuance of it, (even in caſe one cannot be got 
this Seſſions in their Terms) tis ſuch a Paradox, and- 
fo inconſiſtent with Fuſtice, and Liberty of Conſcience, 
that the like was (I think) ſcarce ever known be- 
fore, in any, who pretend to argue for, and defire 
Liberty of Conſcience ;, eſpecially in a Matter, which 
they themſelves have agreed, not to Judge their Bre- 
thren in the Uſe of; and it ſavours of nothing leſs, 
than the Breach of that Golden Rule, and Equal 
Law of Chriſt, of doing as we would be done by : 
Nothing leſs, than the laying open to Suffering the 
Generality of Friends, and perhaps Ruin of many 
Hundred Families, not for their own Conſciences, 
but the Groundleſs Scruples of others, will ſatisfie 
tome of the uneaſie Friends, if they cannot get what 
they like. If the Legiſlature were no better princi- 
pled than this, to conſent that Proviſion be made hy 
Law, for thoſe who are not of the ſame Mind with 
them in all Matters of Religion, what a Condition 

would Diſſenting Pre teſtants be in! 
With 
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With what Reaſon can any pretend to main- 
tain the Plea of Liberty of Conſcience, and our juſt 


Properties, While they would have a Law expire, 


that is made in Favour of tender Conſciences, and 
the Defence of Property; without ſufficient Provi- 
Gon be firſt made; by ſome other Law, for ſuch 
Conſciences in the ſame Caſe? From all which, 
"tis moſt evident, that the Diſſatisfied are bound, 
by the Laws of Juſtice and Equity, to Conſent, that 
their Satisfied Brethren ſolicit, at a ſeaſonable time, 
the Continuation of the preſent Affirmation, if they 
(the Diſſatisſied) ſhould fail of Succeſs this Seſſions 
in their ſoliciting for one in lieu thereof, as they 
would be thought juſt Mer, and good Chriſtians, even 
tho' they ſhould have no benefit thereof themſelves, 
ſince they thereby would ſuffer no Injury in their 
Properties, or be ſtated in 4 worſe Condition on 
that account; than if there was no Affirmation at 
all: But on the contrary, it would prove even a 
Skreen to them; of which William Penn, John Feild, 
John Danſon, and others, (as the Affrmation now 
ſtands) are Witneſles. | 


I am thy real Friend, 


G. H. 
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TO THE 


PpuzLISHER 


The LETTER from a Suticſſed to « Diſ- 


ſatisfied Friend, concerning the Solemn 
Affirmation. | 


Friend, P. G. 


Received thine, with 4 Letter from a Satisfied to 
a Diſſatisfied Friend, &c. which I have peruſed 
with Seriouſneſs and Attention, to my great 
Satisfaction. This Letter came into the Country 
very ſeaſonably, to ſtop the Progreſs and Influence 
of a printed Abſtract, collected out of the Treatiſe of 
Oaths, &c. That Treatiſe was written againſt Swear- 
ing, but this Abſtratt (I perceive) is deſign'd againſt 
Declaring, and was diſpers'd among Friends as an un- 
anſwerable Piece againſt the Affirmation; as if Swear- 
ing and Declaring were all one. N 
| muſt needs ſay, that as the ſaid Letter contains 
very good Language, ſo it is very full of trons and 


W convincing Arguments; and the ſame hath had very 


good Service in our Parts, and elſewhere, (as I un- 
derftand) to the clearing up the Underſtandings of 
ſome of our miſtaken Friends, and eſtabliſhing others 
in the antient and unchangeable Truth. 1 

And 1 am perſwaded, had this buſineſs of the Af- 
fir mation been ſet in ſo clear a Light, when it was 
firſt obtain'd, there had not been a Diſſatisfied Friend 
in the Kingdom at this day, and therefore I cannct 
but lament the fatal Neglect thereof. 


B | Both 


„ „ 2p ; 
| Both the Satisfied and Diſſatisfied have, for many | 
| Years, talſk'd of — g int en of the Cauſe; 
and indeed it is Reaſonable for People to know- 
each others Sentiments, as it is to know what they 
can come up in a Teſtimony for, or againſt, before 
they expoſe themſelves to Suffering for or againſt any 
thing: Since I cannot think it becomi | 
| S | t thi coming a Reaſon- 
K able Creature, to he for this, or againſt that, by Chance 
| or Accident, becauſe A. B. or C. D. is for this, or againſt 
that; and yet I fear, too many honeſt, innocent and 
Parmleſs Friends in the Country, through the Re- 
| ect they have born to particular Perſons, have been 
| _ mightily miſled in this matter; and under the ſpec;- 
ons and raking Pretence, of more Sanctity, and greater 
j Tenderneſs for the command of Chriſt, have troubled 
| their Conſciences with ſuch a Scruple, as is not to be ſup- 
| ported with Scripture, our antients Friends Teſtimony, or 
| right Reaſon. © | 
| Tis very plain, that hitherto nothing hath been 
ſaid, writ, or printed, that hath enter'd into the Me- 
rits of the Cauſe, like this Letter: For in the begin- 
ning of it, from Page 5'to 25, there is àn Hiforical 
Account of what has been offer'd heretofore, (I mean 
before the Year 1688.) as well as Arguments juſ?ly 
raiſed from thoſe Facts; which prove undeniably, 
that the Senſe and Judgment of our antient Friends 
| was, that the mentioning the Name of the Loxp, in 
| a Form of Speech, or Affirmation, inſtead of an Oath, is 
= not prohibited by Chriſt, or more than Tea and Way. 
And in Page 26 and 27, we may plainly ſee, that 
| fome of the preſent Diſſatisfied Friends, in 1702. 
(which was ſeveral Years after the Affirmation was 
| obtain'd) had not, at that time, Tarx'D one ano- 
| ther into a Teſtimony againſt the Name of GOD 
if - to be uſed in Terrene Affairs, tho* they are come up 
! to it now. Nor were our Friends V. E. and I. P. of 
| 
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that Sentiment, in that Year, viz. 1702. 
Moreover, it ſets forth, that /. P. in his Treatiſe 
ef Oaths, doth» plainly teach and aſſert, that Nothing 
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is more than Tea and Nay, but Perjury and Swearins : 
As it does alſo, that he (in his Anſwer to the Athe- 
nian Mercury, entituled, The New Athenians no Noble 
BgBereant) ſays, So that we do not Swear, we anſwer that 
Precept, tho by other Words than Yea and Nay, page 
22,23, 24 | N et 

And that the Affirmation is not Swearing, is clearly 
and evidently proved, by the Nature of an Oath truly 
ſtated, from p. 31 to 38. 4ncluſive; which is ſo clear 
and plain, and form'd ſp genuinely and truly, from 
the Holy Scriptures, that it deſerves the fir gt place, 
with reſpect to any thing I have ever ſeen of that 
kind; the right Underſtanding whereof, will clear 
the Minds of Friends from thoſe Miſtakes, which have 
ariſen through the Doubts they have been under in 
this matter: For nothing but Prejudice, or the love of 
4 Party, can withſtand the Brightneſs thereof. | 
= 1 find by the factious Circular Letter, ſigned by 
James Hoslius, Thomas Busby, and Thirteen more, 
= Clandeſtinely fent to the Quarterly Meetings, againſt 
the Meeting for Sufferings, and an antient Member 
thereof, That they think The Mitneſ of the Truth of 
what 1 ſay, is more than was agreed to by the Yearly 
Meeting 1692. They own the words, In the Preſence 
of God, were agreed to in that Meeting. From 
whence then ariſes all this Buſtle? ---- For if (by 
their Refined Wit) they intend no other, but the 
Omniſcient Cod; then He, of conſequence, muſt be 
Witneſs to the Truth of what is ſaid: And the ſame 
is no more than is imply'd by Declaring, that we 
ſpeak in bis Preſence. | f 
thought their Object ion lay againſt uſing the Name 
of GOD in our Affirmation; but by their owning, 
that that was agreed to, 1 find they have ſhifted their 
Objection to the words, The Witneſs of the Truth of 
| what I ſay. But the one being the natural Conſe- 
quence of the other, there can be nothing in the 
Objection, but the manifeſting of their Weakneſs 
and mind to Cavil. | ITN 
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And ſo far I find the Force of the Arguments, in 
behalf of the Affirmation, to prevail, even with the 


Leading Men among the Diſſatisfied themſelves, that 
they readily and freely grant, they can, or Friends 


may, take the Affirmation in a good Frame of Mind. 

So that now the Controverſie ſeems to be drawn 
into a very marrow compaſs; for if the Affirmation 
may be taken in a good Frame of Mind, as the Diſ- 
ſatisfied grant and acknowledge, then it follows, 
that in their own Opinion, it is not prohibited by 
Chriſt, as being an Oath, or more than Tea and Nay, 
for ſure they do not think, that a Command of Chriſt 
is to be broken in,a good Frame of Mind: Then 
of conſequence, the Objection or Scruple they have 
ia their Minds, is not againſt the Affirmation, as 
unlawful in it ſelf, but againſt themſelves, as unqua- 
lified or unfit to make uſe of it. 

I own, that it is very becoming, for People to 
have a mean Opinion of themſelves, and their Qua- 
liſications; but poſſibly, upon due Examination of 
this Scruple, Which ſome of the Diſſatisfied make, 
not ſo much againſt the Affirmation, as againſt them- 
ſelves, as unfit to aſe it, may be ſolved without much 
difficulty. 

For I cannot think they do defire to have their 
Words taken in a bad Frame of Mind, in the uſe 
of the Form ſome of them have agreed to, in lieu 
of the preſent Form; which is, I A. B. do ſincerely 
and ſolemnly Declare and Affirm. 

For ſure they will allow, that this Form of theirs 
requires the Qualification of a good Frame of Mind, 
becauſe without it a Man cannot fay, in Truth and 
Righteouſneſs, he doth ſincerely and ſolemnly Declare. 
Aud therefore they themſelves do think, that there 
is a certain Qualification, which all ought to come 
under, who would have the ſame degree of Credit 
given to their Words, as is given to thoſe that take 
an Oath. And the common Alliſtance of the Grace 
of God, | take for granted, is acknowledged /ufficrent 
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o bring us under a proper Qualification to take an 
Tas in the * Aer by them; and 
why it ſhould not be alſo ſufficient to qualiſie Friends 
to take the preſent Affirmation, I believe no ſubſtan- 
tial Reaſon can be render'd, as none yet hath been. 
Becauſe, to take the preſent Affirmation, no ſpecial 
Aſſiſtance of the Grace of God, (ſuck as qualifie a | 
Man to ſay, I feel the Preſence and Power of God) are 
defired or expected of Friends, by thoſe that made 
the Law, or do adminiſter it; but to acknowledge 
only the Attributes of God, as to his Omnipreſence 
and Omniſcience, to give Teſtimony that we are not 
r f 
So that the good Frame of Mind, only neceſſary 
to qualifie Friends for to take the preſent Affirma- 
tion, is to have our Minds enlightned with the 
Belief of the Exiſtence of the Divine Being, and of 
his Attributes, together with an honeſt Diſpoſition 
to be juſt and true in our Evidence, &c. And Cha- 
rity engages me to think the Diflatisfied do not 
want this Qualification; and therefore, oa ſerious 
Thoughts, I hope they will not find themſelves 
any longer Doubtful in this matter. 
For they ought to be awaker'd, and calmly to 
think on theſe things, and of the diſmal Conſe- 
quences, Which will inevitably attend the loſs of 
the Affirmation, and that will fall on us as a People, 
not only to the great Diſcredit. and Diſreputa- 
tion of our Society, but alſo to the Ruin of Thou- 
ſands of poor Widows and Fatherleſs, by Depriving 
them of a Law, for the Protection of their Proper- 
ties, againſt thoſe who wait but for an Oppertunity 
to make a Prey upon Families and Eſtates; worſe by 
far than they did heretofore upon our Forefathers, 
before the preſent Affirmation was granted. 5 
Lam apt to think, ſhould our Diſſatisfied Friends 
feel the dreadful Effects, but to the ſame degree only, 
that our Antieat Friends did, they would foon 
come to more Temper, and be as willing to accept of 
: Eaſe; 
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Eaſe; and ſuch Eaſe too, as was ſought for by them, 
and is now enjoy'd; and would not be ſo exceeding 
Extravagant as they are in this time of Eaſe. | 

I call it no other than Extravagant ; becauſe, tis 
evident, they themſelves do not know what they 
would be at; they oppoſe, find fault, and lead the Jp. 
norant into a Negative Teſtimony; tho” they know 
not what they ſay or do in it, nor whereof they affirm : 
But look one upon another, to ſee what Quarter 
will produce, or bring forth, ſomething, that may 
be laid down as a Foundation. For hitherto no 
Foundation, for this New Teſtimony, has appear'd, un- 
leſs they eſteem the Poſition againſt all Swearing to be 
of that kind: But the ſuppoſed Author's Credit with 
them, I believe, is not great enough to be eſteem'd 
the Author of this New Teſtimony. I ſhall therefore 
carefully look out, to ſee who is to be the Maſter of 
this New Sect; as well as to know what is to be ſaid 
for their Principle and Prattice. £41 

Tis not to be expected, the Legiſlature will ever 
take notice of our Sufferings, for any Branch of our 
Teſtimony, if any under our Name come forth in 
this New Teſtimony, againſt the Evidence of Hoh 
Scriptere, our Worthy Elders, and our own ſelves as 
1 | 1 
l have little more to add at preſent, that is wor- 

thy of thy notice, but that at leaſt Europe in gene- 
ral could not be ignorant of the ſevere Sufferings our 
Friends underwent, both in Perſon and Eſtate, up- 
on account of their Teſtimony againſt all Swearing, 
from the Year 1653, to 1685. That in 1684. 
Charles II. died, and James Il. coming to the Crown, 
he gave us Liberty (as well as others) from Suffer- 
jngs, on account of our Religious Meetings: And 
that in the Reign of K.Wiliam and Q. Mary, We 
(who had ſmarted ſo ſeverely in former Reigns) 
made Application to the —_— for Reliet ; 
and by the good Providence of God, our Applications 


were ſucceſsful; and we obtain'd Eaſe, not gulp 
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from Informers, on account of our Religious Meet-" 
ings, but alſo in Civil Affairs, from our Sufferings 

for not Swearing, by getting it Enacted, that our 
Declaration of Fidelity ſhould be taken inftead of the 
Oath of Fidelity. And ſome Years after that, our 
Friends obtain'd an Act for the preſent Affirmation, 
to be taken in all other Caſes, except for Places of 
Profit and Truſt, Jurymen, and Evidences on Life 
and Death. | FAG 4. 

Theſe were ſuch extraordinary Mercies and Fa- 

yours, from God and the Government, that we were 

very Thankful to Both for them: And Europe in 

general was as well informed of this mighty Turn 
of Affairs, as it had been before of our Sufferings.—- 

What was the Conſequence of the Favours the 

Legiſlature thus ſhewed our poor perſecuted Friends? 

Why truly it made ſuch Impreſſions on all Ranks 

and Degrees of Men, that they ſeem'd to think ir 

not below them to Enquire into our Principles and 

Pratt ices. 

But now, Behold! To our great Scandal, we have 

a Generation ſpringing up, in this time of Eaſe, 

to whom the Favour intended us by the Government, 
in the ſaid Acts, is become a Burthen. For now 


our Diſſatisfied Friends ſcruple to do what, during 


the time of Suffering, we offer'd. They fall back 
from their own Propoſals, and turn Solicitors a- 
12 their own Agreement. This is Lamenta- 

e! OB 
But we muſt go forward: For 'tis not their 
Threatning us with a Rent or Seperation, that ſhould 
Frighten us out of our Reaſon and Senſes; the Conſe- 
quence thereof will tall on their own Heads, and 
the Miſchief of their own Works will lie at their 
own Doors: The Body of Friends are Innocent and 
Clear, and a; ſuch are reſolved, with the Aſiftance 
of God, to j#:n4 faſt in the Liberty wherewith Chriſt 
and the Government have mad: us free, and not be 
intansled wich their Toak of Bondage. And if _ 
| Di. 
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| DiMtisfied will venture to Separate from the Body} 
9 Friends, on this account, *twill be their own fault. 
Baut if they Reflect on what the Old Separation ca me 
to, which was founded on a pretended Scruple of 
f Conſcience, againſt Forms, and Mens Preſcriptions} 
N 1 for that thoſe, as well as theſe, could not bear to 
b 1. bound by ffated and regular Methods; but they 
1 deſired then, as well as theſe do nom, to be left to 
1 their liberty, to act or not act, as they had freedom, 
| they will, I hope; have but little Inelination to a 
| Second Separation. 11708 
! Nor is the Tantalizing way, which hath been 
bl uſed, of calling ypon us to diſown them, or cut them 
| 


off, to be regarded, any.otherwiſe, than as Scornful 
Menaces; which I hope will not move us from out 
I antient Foundation, or frighten us any longer with the 
f falſly-apply'd Notions of Peace and Unity, into Meas 
1 ſures that threaten our Ruin and Deſtruction. For 
1! ſuch an Uſe they make of the Condeſcention ſhewed 
I! them, that they don't ſtick now to tell us, they 
will make zo Terms, nor come to any Agreement 
with us. | RET BER ; 
Surely then, tis high time for us to awake, ſinct 
the Honour of Religion, the Good Name of our An- 
tient Friends, and our own Credit and Reputation as 
a People, are all at ſtake; and nor ſuffer our Eyes 
to be put out on the Lap of this tender Delilah, 
| leſt we ſhould for ever hereafter be confin'd to 
Grind in Fetters of Braſs, and be made Objects of 
Sport, as Sampſon was: When otherwiſe we might 
| live as Free men, in the Enjoyment. of both Chriſtian 
and Britiſh Liberty. ö | 124 
I ſhall not entertain thee any longer, but to tell 
thee, I am pleas'd with the good Succeſs of the! 
LeTTER, deſiring Care may be taken for another 
Impreſſion, and that this of mine be alſo publiſhed 


1 reſt thine, 


in Print. 4 
Anonymus Philalet bes, 
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